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We propose an efficient scheme for the generation of three-photon Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger
(GHZ) state with linear optics and postselection. Several devices are designed and a two-mode
quantum nondemolition (QND) detection is introduced to obtain the desired state. It is worth
noting that the states which have entanglement in both polarization and spatial degrees of freedom
are created in one of the designed setups. The method described in the present scheme can create
a large number of three-photon GHZ states in principle. We also discuss an approach to generate
the desired GHZ state in the presence of channel noise.
PACS numbers: 03.67.Bg, 03.67.Hk, 03.67.Pp, 03.65.Ud
I. INTRODUCTION
Entanglement is considered to be the most nonclassical manifestation of quantum formalism that has yet been put
into use as a new resource and is as real as energy [1]. Since the seminal work by Einstein, Podolsky, and Rosen
[2] there has been extensive research on entanglement. In 1991, Ekert proposed a quantum cryptography scheme
based on Bell’s theorem [3], which was the first discovery for quantum information theory that involved entanglement.
There are many other interesting applications that incorporate entanglement in quantum information theory, such
as quantum teleportation [4, 5], quantum key distribution [6], quantum secure direct communication [7, 8], etc. So
far, the most used source of entanglement is entangled-photon states, which are generated by a nonlinear process of
parametric down-conversion (PDC) source [9].
Although there exist several types of multipartite entangled states, for example the Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger
(GHZ) states [10], W states [11] and cluster states [12], we will restrict our discussion to the facet of three-photon GHZ
states. A maximally entangled GHZ state shows perfect correlation properties for several observing parties. Using the
GHZ states, one can achieve quantum communication and quantum computation schemes [13–15]. GHZ entanglement
also plays an important role in fundamental tests of quantum mechanics versus local realism. Bouwmeester et al. [16]
presented experimental evidence for the observation of three-photon GHZ entanglement. Using two pairs of entangled
photons, three-photon GHZ state
∣∣φ+〉
ABC
=
1√
2
(|HHV 〉+ |V VH〉)ABC (1)
has been observed experimentally, where H (V ) denotes horizontal (vertical) polarization and the subscripts A, B
and C respectively represent three photons sent to the three observing locations. In their experiment, the GHZ
entanglement is observed under the condition that both the trigger photon and the three entangled photons are
actually detected (simultaneously).
Additionally, there have been studies of nondestructive quantum nondemolition (QND) [17–19]. In 2004, Nemoto
and Munro [19] proposed a scheme for constructing a near deterministic controlled-NOT (CNOT) gate using the
QND detection, which can evolve the combined system of signal and probe modes and functions as both a single-
photon detector and a two-qubit polarization parity detector but does not destroy the signal photons. The heart
of the QND detection are weak cross-Kerr nonlinearities that may be generated by electromagnetically induced
transparency [20]. The cross-Kerr nonlinearity has a Hamiltonian of the form HQND = ~χa†sasa†pap, where a†s and
as represent the creation and annihilation operators of the signal mode, while a
†
p and ap stand for the creation and
annihilation operators of the probe mode, and χ is the coupling strength of the nonlinearity. Assuming a signal state
|ψ〉s = c0|0〉s+c1|1〉s and an initially coherent probe beam |α〉p, the combined system evolves as eiHQNDt/~|ψ〉s|α〉p =
c0|0〉s|α〉p + c1|1〉s
∣∣αeiθ〉
p
, where θ = χt and t is the interaction time. Generally speaking, the probe beam |α〉p
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2accumulates a phase shift
∣∣αeniθ〉
p
directly proportional to the number of photons n in the signal mode. One
can immediately read out, but not destroy the signal state in the process, the phase shift using an X homodyne
measurement.
Although entanglement plays a central role in quantum information processing, purely entangled states may become
degraded when they are transmitted through a noisy channel. Before the states are used to communicate reliably,
entanglement purification must be done to obtain almost perfectly entangled states from the mixed ones. In 1996,
Bennett et al. [21] presented an entanglement purification protocol (EPP) which is used to purify a Werner state based
on CNOT gates. Several improved schemes of both single-pair and multipartite quantum systems were subsequently
proposed [22, 23]. In these schemes, one can increase the entanglement and improve fidelity of quantum states by
repeatedly performing the purification protocol. In 2002, Simon and Pan [24] proposed an EPP for two entangled
photons with two PDC sources and two polarizing beam splitters. Recently, several improved schemes were proposed
[25, 26], where two one-step deterministic entanglement purification protocols have been presented with simple linear
optical elements. More recently, Deng [27] proposed an error correction protocol for multipartite polarization entan-
glement using spatial entanglement. However, the creation of GHZ entanglement in both polarization and spatial
degrees of freedom has not been reported.
In this paper, we first report a new scheme for the creation of two three-photon states which are entangled in both
polarization and spatial degrees of freedom based on PDC sources and nondestructive QND detection. The present
setup is composed of five polarizing beam splitters, two PDC sources consisting of a β-barium-borate (BBO) crystal
and a mirror, and a QND detector. Then, an improved device can immediately transform any one of the created
states into a desired three-photon GHZ state. Furthermore, in the presence of channel noise the design is still valid.
II. CREATION OF POLARIZATION ENTANGLEMENT AND SPATIAL ENTANGLEMENT
Before we describe the proposed scheme, let us first explain the creation of polarization entanglement with a PDC
source. The core element of the PDC source is a nonlinear crystal. Pairs of polarization entangled photons
1√
2
(|H〉a|V 〉b − |V 〉a|H〉b) (2)
in modes a and b are generated with a certain probability by a short pulse of ultraviolet light which passes through
the crystal [9].
We now investigate only the cases where two pump photons pass through the BBO crystal to yield two entangled
photon pairs. This is represented by the product state
1
2
(|H〉ai |V 〉bi − |V 〉ai |H〉bi
) (|H〉aj |V 〉bj − |V 〉aj |H〉bj
)
, (3)
where the subscripts ai,j and bi,j (i, j = 1, 2) respectively represent four spatial modes, say the upper modes (produced
by a pump pulse coming from below and traversing BBO crystal) a1 and b1 and the lower modes (produced by a
pump pulse reflected by a mirror and traversing BBO crystal a second time) a2 and b2. As shown in Fig.1, there is
a mirror in our setup. Because of the mirror, there must be three cases. Case 1, for i = j = 1, the two entangled
photon pairs are in the upper modes a1 and b1. Case 2, for i = j = 2, the two entangled photon pairs are in the lower
modes a2 and b2. Case 3, for i 6= j, one entangled photon pair is in the upper modes a1 and b1 and the other one
is in the lower modes a2 and b2. The fiber-based circuit is sketched in Fig.1. Each polarizing beam splitter (PBS)
is used to transmit the |H〉 polarization photons and reflect the |V 〉 polarization photons. Because any information
as to which pair each photon belongs to is erased at the PBS, it is impossible in principle to determine whether
a photon has been transmitted or reflected since one obtains the photon after the PBS. The beam splitter (BS) is
a 50 : 50 polarization-independent beam splitter. When a photon travels to the BS, it has a 50% chance of being
transmitted or reflected. The half wave plate R45 represents a Hadamard operation and it is used to transform the
polarization states |H〉 and |V 〉 into 1√
2
(|H〉+ |V 〉) and 1√
2
(|H〉 − |V 〉), respectively. The half wave plate R90 can
convert the polarization state |V 〉 into |H〉 or vice versa. Through the apparatus towards the spatial modes T , Di,
and di (i = 1, 2, 3) the individual components of Eq.(3) evolve as
|H〉a1 → |H〉T1 ≡ |T 〉, |H〉a2 → |H〉T2 ≡ |T 〉, (4)
|V 〉a1 →
1√
2
(|V 〉D1 + |H〉D2
)
, |V 〉a2 →
1√
2
(|V 〉d1 + |H〉d2
)
, (5)
3FIG. 1: (color online). Schematic drawing of the creation of polarization entanglement and spatial entanglement. Two
parametric down-conversion sources (a BBO crystal and a mirror) are used to produce two pairs of photons that have both
polarization and spatial entanglement. A nondestructive quantum nondemolition (QND) detector is used to discriminate
between the two states (8) and (9). We simplify the device by labeling it as GHZps.
|H〉b1 →
1√
2
(|H〉D1 + |H〉D3
)
, |H〉b2 →
1√
2
(|H〉d1 + |H〉d3
)
, (6)
|V 〉b1 →
1√
2
(|V 〉D2 + |V 〉D3
)
, |V 〉b2 →
1√
2
(|V 〉d2 + |V 〉d3
)
, (7)
where |T 〉 represents trigger photon, which may come from |H〉T1 or |H〉T2 .
Now we discuss the creation of polarization entanglement and spatial entanglement using the equipment shown in
Fig.1. For i = j, the state (3) evolves as
1
2
|T 〉 (|H〉D1 |H〉D2 |V 〉D3 + |V 〉D1 |V 〉D2 |H〉D3 + |H〉d1 |H〉d2 |V 〉d3 + |V 〉d1 |V 〉d2 |H〉d3
)
. (8)
While for i 6= j, the state (3) evolves as
1
2
|T 〉 (|H〉d1 |H〉d2 |V 〉D3 + |V 〉d1 |V 〉D2 |H〉d3 + |H〉D1 |H〉D2 |V 〉d3 + |V 〉D1 |V 〉d2 |H〉D3
)
. (9)
The |T 〉 components in Eqs.(8) and (9) will be ignored for clarity in the following formal derivation (or presenta-
tion). The three-photon entangled state described in Eq.(8) contains entanglement in both polarization and spa-
tial degrees of freedom, and it is the superposition of the states 1√
2
(|H〉D1 |H〉D2 |V 〉D3 + |V 〉D1 |V 〉D2 |H〉D3
)
and
1√
2
(|H〉d1 |H〉d2 |V 〉d3 + |V 〉d1 |V 〉d2 |H〉d3
)
. Here D1, D2, D3 and d1, d2, d3 denote different spatial modes. Obviously,
this state is a product state with two degrees of freedom and can be written as
ρ = ρP ⊗ ρS , (10)
4FIG. 2: (color online). A quantum nondemolition detector. a1 and a2 are two spatial modes shown in Fig.1. For each spatial
mode, a polarization encoded photon is split into one of the two paths at a polarizing beam splitter. After interactions with
cross-Kerr nonlinearities, an X homodyne measurement occurs on the probe beam |α〉p. The result is that two states (8) and
(9) can be distinguished, while the two photons (signal modes) are nearly unaffected. A phase shift operation φ(x) dependent
on the measurement result x is performed via a feed forward process to eliminate the accompanying effect of phase shift.
where ρP and ρS are reduced density operators and respectively represent three-photon entangled states in the
polarization degree of freedom and the spatial degree of freedom. While the other three-photon state shown in Eq.(9)
is the superposition of the state 1√
2
(|H〉d1 |H〉d2 |V 〉D3 + |V 〉d1 |V 〉D2 |H〉d3) (two photons passing through the lower
modes and one photon going through the upper mode) and the state 1√
2
(|H〉D1 |H〉D2 |V 〉d3 + |V 〉D1 |V 〉d2 |H〉D3) (two
photons passing through the upper modes and one photon going through the lower mode).
We should note that the state shown in Eq.(9) has not been mentioned in the previous. This state has entanglement
in both the polarization and the spatial degrees of freedom, while it cannot be written as the presentation shown in
Eq.(10). The entanglement resources described in Eqs.(8) and (9) may be used for some practical applications as was
previously stated. In this scheme we can obtain the desired three-photon GHZ state based on the two entanglements,
while they need to be distinguished in a nondestructive way.
In order to distinguish the state (8) connecting with the cases 1 and 2 from the state (9) connecting with case 3, we
use the QND detection as shown in Figs.1 and 2. The main idea is that one can decide whether there is one photon
in each spatial mode a1, b1, a2 and b2 or not by deciding whether there is one photon in each spatial mode a1 and a2
or not before PBS1 and PBS3. Obviously, under the condition that both the trigger photon and the three entangled
photons are detected accurately by a fourfold coincidence detector, the two photons going through the two modes a1
and a2, or only the spatial mode a1 (a2), must be in a superposition of the states |HV 〉a1a1 , |HV 〉a2a2 , |HV 〉a1a2 ,
and |V H〉a1a2 . However, in order to remain in spatial entanglement we never distinguish the state |HV 〉a1a1 from
|HV 〉a2a2 , or |HV 〉a1a2 from |V H〉a1a2 , otherwise, the spatial entanglement would be destroyed. That is, we only
need to distinguish |HV 〉a1a1 and |HV 〉a2a2 from |HV 〉a1a2 and |V H〉a1a2 . This is the key trick of the scheme, and
the task can be accomplished simply by using cross-Kerr nonlinearities.
As shown in Fig.2, the QND detector is composed of four PBSs and two cross-Kerr nonlinearities. After all these
interactions, there are no net phase shifts for the terms of |HV 〉a1a2 and |V H〉a1a2 , while there is a phase shift θ or −θ
for |HV 〉a1a1 or |V H〉a2a2 . In terms of the Eq.(2) in Ref.[19], with an X homodyne measurement, one can distinguish
the superposition of the states |HV 〉a1a2 and |V H〉a1a2 from that of |HV 〉a1a1 and |HV 〉a2a2 , but the states |HV 〉a1a1
and |HV 〉a2a2 , or |HV 〉a1a2 and |VH〉a1a2 , cannot be distinguished. Clearly, let X0 represents the midpoint between
two peaks of probability amplitudes associated with the outputs of the homodyne measurement. Then, for X < X0,
the two pairs emit each in the upper modes a1 and b1 or each in the lower modes a2 and b2 corresponding to Eq.(8).
While for X > X0, there is one photon in each spatial mode a1, b1, a2, and b2 corresponding to Eq.(9). In addition,
for the case of X < X0, a phase shift operation φ(x) corresponding to x (the value of the X homodyne measurement)
should be performed to erase the accompanying effect of phase shift. For more details of QND detection are described
by Nemoto et al. in Ref.[19].
So far, we have considered the case where both the trigger photon and three entangled photons are detected
accurately (i.e., a four-mode coincidence detector clicks, for details see the next section). We have shown how to
successfully generate and distinguish entangled states (8) and (9), which are in both the polarization entanglement
and the spatial entanglement. In the next section, we will use these states to generate substantial three-photon GHZ
states with, and without, channel noise.
5FIG. 3: (color online). The schematic diagram of generation of three-photon GHZ state. The heart of this setup is a GHZps
shown in Fig.1. The functions of the PBSs and the half wave plates R90s are same as the former (see context).
III. GENERATION OF THREE-PHOTON GHZ STATE
As described above, we have shown that both the polarization entanglement and the spatial entanglement could be
naturally produced in our device GHZps. Because of these advantages, one may implement polarization entanglement
purification using spatial entanglement [24–26]. This part of the procedure will be relevant for the generation of three-
photon GHZ state, so let us consider the setup shown in Fig.3, which has been inspired from the scheme of error
correction presented by Deng in Ref.[27]. The general idea of our improved scheme is to construct an efficient
apparatus to create a large number of three-photon GHZ states, even if there exists channel noise. The heart of
this device is a GHZps, which is used to provide initial states (both polarization and spatial entanglement). Three
half wave plates R90s in spatial modes D1, D2, and D3 and three PBSs are introduced to evolve the initial states.
Finally, under the condition that the four-photon coincidence detector clicks (i.e. each single-photon detector registers
a photon simultaneously), a three-photon GHZ state (1) is created at a rate up to that predicted by local unitary
transformations.
For the subsequent discussion, we first consider the case with one photon in each spatial mode a1, b1, a2, and b2.
An initial state can be written as
∣∣ψ+〉
PS
=
1
2
(|HHV 〉d1d2D3 + |HHV 〉D1D2d3 + |V V H〉d1D2d3 + |V V H〉D1d2D3
)
, (11)
where the subscripts P and S represent polarization and spatial modes. After three photons pass PBS6, PBS7 and
PBS8, respectively, the state |ψ+〉PS evolves to 12 [(|HHH〉+ |V V V 〉)e1e2E3 +(|HV V 〉+ |VHH〉)E1E2e3 ], where ei and
Ei (i = 1, 2, 3) denote different spatial modes corresponding to three photons A (i = 1), B (i = 2), and C (i = 3),
respectively. Since each spatial mode is connected to a nondestructive single-photon detector, also we can use any
one of the ei or Ei to describe a nondestructive single-photon detector. These nondestructive single-photon detectors,
as well as the trigger-photon detector T , are used to construct four-mode coincidence detectors. Clearly, the state∣∣φ+0
〉
ABC
= 1√
2
(|HHH〉+ |V V V 〉)ABC or the state
∣∣φ+1
〉
ABC
= 1√
2
(|HV V 〉+ |V HH〉)ABC will be obtained if the
four photons are all detected simultaneously, one by each detector T , e1, e2, and E3 or T , E1, E2, and e3. That is, a
four-photon coincidence detector acts as a projective measurement onto a GHZ state and filters out the undesirable
terms. By performing a bit-flip operation σx = |H〉 〈V |+ |V 〉 〈H | on the photon C (B), we can immediately obtain
the desired GHZ entanglement |φ+〉ABC = 1√2 (|HHV 〉+ |V VH〉)ABC from the state
∣∣φ+0
〉
ABC
(
∣∣φ+1
〉
ABC
). Generally
speaking, if one of the four-photon coincidence detectors clicks (T , e1, e2, and E3 or T , E1, E2, and e3), we can, at
last, obtain the desired three-photon GHZ state by postselection and a bit-flip operation on the appropriate photon.
Channel noise can affect a system due to the dissipative interaction of states with the environment and can destroy
the entangled states. For both polarization entanglement and spatial entanglement, a pure state will always become
a mixed one in practice. Therefore, the three photons may suffer from channel noise when traveling from a source
6to a destination (i.e., di and Di (i = 1, 2, 3)). To simplify the process, we assume that the photons only suffer
depolarization consisting of both bit-flip and phase errors, as described by Simon and Pan in Ref.[24]. Thus, in a
noisy channel, the original state |ψ+〉PS may be transformed to one of the following eight three-photon quantum
states:


∣∣ψ±〉
PS
=
1
2
(|HHV 〉 (d1d2D3 +D1D2d3)± |V V H〉 (d1D2d3 +D1d2D3)) ,
∣∣ψ±0
〉
PS
=
1
2
(|HHH〉 (d1d2D3 +D1D2d3)± |V V V 〉 (d1D2d3 +D1d2D3)) ,
∣∣ψ±1
〉
PS
=
1
2
(|V HH〉 (d1d2D3 +D1D2d3)± |HV V 〉 (d1D2d3 +D1d2D3)) ,
∣∣ψ±2
〉
PS
=
1
2
(|HVH〉 (d1d2D3 +D1D2d3)± |V HV 〉 (d1D2d3 +D1d2D3)) .
(12)
The combined system then evolves as


∣∣ψ±〉
PS
→ 1
2
((|HHH〉+ |V V V 〉) |e1e2E3〉 ± (|HV V 〉+ |V HH〉) |E1E2e3〉) ,
∣∣ψ±0
〉
PS
→ 1
2
((|HHV 〉+ |V V H〉) |e1e2e3〉 ± (|V HV 〉+ |HVH〉) |E1E2E3〉) ,
∣∣ψ±1
〉
PS
→ 1
2
((|V HV 〉+ |HVH〉) |E1e2e3〉 ± (|HHV 〉+ |V V H〉) |e1E2E3〉) ,
∣∣ψ±2
〉
PS
→ 1
2
((|HV V 〉+ |V HH〉) |e1E2e3〉 ± (|HHH〉+ |V V V 〉) |E1e2E3〉) .
(13)
Surprisingly, in this scheme, the desired GHZ state can also be obtained by performing several appropriate unitary
operations on the three photons. The outputs and the unitary operations are correspondingly presented in Table I.
TABLE I: Outputs and appropriate unitary operations for the case of one photon in each spatial mode a1, b1, a2, and b2, where
Iˆ and σˆx respectively represent the identity operator and bit-flip operation.
inputs outputs A B C
∣
∣ψ±
〉
PS
e1e2E3 Iˆ Iˆ σˆx
∣
∣ψ±
〉
PS
E1E2e3 Iˆ σˆx Iˆ
∣
∣ψ±
0
〉
PS
e1e2e3 Iˆ Iˆ Iˆ
∣
∣ψ±
0
〉
PS
E1E2E3 σˆx Iˆ Iˆ
∣
∣ψ±
1
〉
PS
E1e2e3 σˆx Iˆ Iˆ
∣
∣ψ±
1
〉
PS
e1E2E3 Iˆ Iˆ Iˆ
∣∣ψ±
2
〉
PS
e1E2e3 Iˆ σˆx Iˆ
∣
∣ψ±
2
〉
PS
E1e2E3 Iˆ Iˆ σˆx
For i = j, i.e., the case of two photons each in the upper modes a1 and b1 or each in the lower modes a2 and b2,
the initial state can be written as
∣∣φ+〉
PS
=
1
2
(|HHV 〉D1D2D3 + |HHV 〉d1d2d3 + |V VH〉D1D2D3 + |V V H〉d1d2d3
)
. (14)
Under the condition that the trigger photon is ignored, the above state created by our device shown in Fig.1 is exactly
equivalent to the original state shown in the Eq.(3) of Deng’s paper [27] with N = 3. The discussion for this case is
analogous to that of Deng’s in Ref.[27], so we will not repeat the discussion here. Finally, we can successfully obtain
the desired three-photon GHZ state (1) from the states (8) and (9) which are entangled in the spatial and polarization
degrees of freedom.
IV. SUMMARY
In this paper we have explored an efficient scheme for creating three-photon Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger state
with currently available linear optical elements and parametric down-conversion sources. In previous scheme [16]
7where three-photon GHZ entanglement have been obtained experimentally, two pairs of entangled photons were used
to create three-photon GHZ state and came from the upper modes a1 and b1 (i.e. case 1 of the present scheme).
In our scheme, two pairs are collected for both the upper modes a1 and b1 and the lower modes a2 and b2 as well
as the four-mode a1, b1, a2, and b2. Thus, two kinds of three-photon GHZ states in both polarization and spatial
entanglement can be created in principle.
In order to generate the desired GHZ state, we improved the scheme with several half wave plates and PBSs. The
heart of the scheme is the device of GHZps which is used to create available entangled states. The core element
of GHZps is a two-photon QND detector which is used to determine the four photons created by two PDC sources
whether in the state (8) or in the alternative state (9). Focusing particularly on the state (9), it has entanglement
in both the polarization and the spatial degrees of freedom, but it is not a product state in the two degrees of
freedom. Finally, a large number of the desired three-photon GHZ states can be obtained by postselection and several
appropriate unitary operations. This process works not only in a noiseless quantum channel but also in noisy channel
(depolarization) situations. Therefore, this paper proposes a device that should have two quite remarkable advances:
one is a higher yield rate and another is a powerful error-correcting capability in noisy channels.
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for the Central Universities of China under Grant No:2011B025.
[1] R. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, M. Horodecki, and K. Horodecki, Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 865 (2009).
[2] A. Einstein, B. Podolsky, and N. Rosen, Phys. Rev. 47, 777 (1935).
[3] A. K. Ekert, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67, 661 (1991).
[4] C. H. Bennett et al, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 1895 (1993).
[5] D. Boschi, et al, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 1121 (1998).
[6] C. H. Bennett, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 3121 (1992).
[7] K. Shimizu and N. Imoto, Phys. Rev. A 60, 157 (1999).
[8] F. G. Deng, G. L. Long, and X. S. Liu, Phys. Rev. A 68, 042317 (2003).
[9] P. G. Kwiat, K. Mattle, H. Weinfurter, A. Zeilinger, A. V. Sergienko, and Y. Shih, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 4337 (1995).
[10] D. M. Greenberger, M. A. Horne, A. Shimony, and A. Zeilinger, Am. J. Phys. 58, 1131 (1990).
[11] W. Du¨r, G. Vidal, and J. I. Cirac, Phys. Rev. A 62, 062314 (2000).
[12] H. J. Briegel and R. Raussendorf, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 910 (2001).
[13] R. Cleve and H. Buhrman, Phys. Rev. A 56, 1201 (1997).
[14] T. Gao, F. L. Yan, and Z. X. Wang, J. Phys. A 38, 5761 (2005).
[15] F. L. Yan, T. Gao, and E. Chitambar, Phys. Rev. A 83, 022319 (2011).
[16] D. Bouwmeester, J. W. Pan, M. Daniell, H. Weinfurter, and A. Zeilinger, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 1345 (1999).
[17] G. J. Milburn and D. F. Walls, Phys. Rev. A 30, 56 (1984).
[18] N. Imoto, H. A. Haus, and Y. Yamamoto, Phys. Rev. A 32, 2287 (1985).
[19] K. Nemoto and W. J. Munro, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 250502 (2004).
[20] H. Schmidt and A. Imamoglu, Opt. Lett. 21, 1936 (1996).
[21] C. H. Bennett, G. Brassard, S. Popescu, B. Schumacher, J. A. Smolin, and W. K. Wootters, Phys. Rev. Lett. 76, 722
(1996).
[22] D. Deutsch, A. Ekert, R. Jozsa, C. Macchiavello, S. Popescu, and A. Sanpera, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 2818 (1996).
[23] M. Murao, M. B. Plenio, S. Popescu, V. Vedral, and P. L. Knight, Phys. Rev. A 57, R4075 (1998).
[24] C. Simon and J. W. Pan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 257901 (2002).
[25] X. H. Li, Phys. Rev. A 82, 044304 (2010).
[26] Y. B. Sheng and F. G. Deng, Phys. Rev. A 82, 044305 (2010).
[27] F. G. Deng, Phys. Rev. A 83, 062316 (2011).
